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REMARKS 

The Office Action dated June 13, 2007 has been received and carefully noted. In response 
thereto, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration in view of the foregoing amendments and the 
following remarks. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b); Shiue 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1, 3, 5-1 1, 13-15 and 17-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Pat. No. 5,700,735 to Shiue, et al. ("Shiue"). Shiue discloses a first metal 
pad 34, a second metal pad 32 overlying the first metal pad 34 and connected to the first metal pad 
34 by a first plurality of plugs 38, and a third metal pad 30 overlying the second metal pad 32 and 
connected to the second metal pad 32 by a second plurality of plugs 36, as shown in Fig. 3 set forth 
below. 
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However, claim 1 of the present application requires that ones of the plurality of conductors 
located in the underlying insulating layer must each physically contact a corresponding one of the 
plurality of discrete conductors of the electrode overlying the insulating layer. Thus, for Shiue to 
anticipate claim 1 of the present application, some of the plurality of plugs 38 must each physically 
contact a corresponding one of the plurality of plugs 36. However, Shiue does not disclose such a 
configuration. In direct contrast, each of the plurality of plugs 38 disclosed in Shiue is clearly 
separated from each of the plurality of plugs 36 by the second metal pad 32. None of the plugs 38 
physically contact any of the plugs 36, and none of the plugs 36 physically contact any of the plugs 
38. Consequently, Shiue fails to disclose each and every element of claim 1 of the present 
application. Therefore, Shiue fails to anticipate claim 1 and its dependent claims. Thus, Applicants 
respectfully request that the rejection of claim 1 and its dependent claims be withdrawn. 

Independent claim 1 1 of the present application similarly requires that ones of the plurality of 
discrete conductors of the electrode must each physically contact a corresponding one of the plurality 
of conductive members in the underlying insulating layer. Consequently, Shiue fails to disclose each 
and every element of claim 1 1 of the present application. Therefore, Shiue fails to anticipate claim 
1 1 and its dependent claims. Thus, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claim 1 1 and 
its dependent claims be withdrawn. 

Independent claim 1 5 of the present application similarly requires that ones of the plurality of 
discrete conductors of the electrode must each physically contact a corresponding one of the plurality 
of conductive members in the underlying insulating layer. Consequently, Shiue fails to disclose each 
and every element of claim 15 of the present application. Therefore, Shiue fails to anticipate claim 
1 5 and its dependent claims. Thus, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claim 1 5 and 
its dependent claims be withdrawn. 
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Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 8 102(b>: Batra 

The Examiner has also rejected claims 1, 3, 5-11, 13-15 and 17-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 
as being anticipated by U.S. Pat. No. 6,909, 1 96 to Batra, et al. ("Batra"). Batra discloses a first metal 
pad 22, a second metal pad 20 overlying the first metal pad 22 and connected to the first metal pad 
22 by a plurality of plugs 24, and a plurality of metal pads 26 underlying the first metal pad 22 and 
connected to the first metal pad 22 by a plurality of plugs 28, as shown in Fig. 1 set forth below. 




However, claim 1 of the present application requires that ones of the plurality of conductors 
located in the underlying insulating layer must each physically contact a corresponding one of the 
plurality of discrete conductors of the electrode overlying the insulating layer. Thus, for Batra to 
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anticipate claim 1 of the present application, some of the plurality of plugs 28 must each physically 
contact a corresponding one of the plurality of plugs 24. However, Batra does not disclose such a 
configuration. In direct contrast, each of the plurality of plugs 28 disclosed in Batra is clearly 
separated from each of the plurality of plugs 24 by the second metal pad 22. None of the plugs 28 
physically contact any of the plugs 24, and none of the plugs 24 physically contact any of the plugs 
28. Consequently, Batra fails to disclose each and every element of claim 1 of the present 
application. Therefore, Batra fails to anticipate claim 1 and its dependent claims. Thus, Applicants 
respectfully request that the rejection of claim 1 and its dependent claims be withdrawn. 

Independent claim 1 1 of the present application similarly requires that ones of the plurality of 
discrete conductors of the electrode must each physically contact a corresponding one of the plurality 
of conductive members in the underlying insulating layer. Consequently, Batra fails to disclose each 
and every element of claim 1 1 of the present application. Therefore, Batra fails to anticipate claim 
1 1 and its dependent claims. Thus, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claim 1 1 and 
its dependent claims be withdrawn. 

Independent claim 1 5 of the present application similarly requires that ones of the plurality of 
discrete conductors of the electrode must each physically contact a corresponding one of the plurality 
of conductive members in the underlying insulating layer. Consequently, Batra fails to disclose each 
and every element of claim 15 of the present application. Therefore, Batra fails to anticipate claim 
1 5 and its dependent claims. Thus, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claim 1 5 and 
its dependent claims be withdrawn. 
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Conclusion 

If for any reason the Examiner determines that the present application is not in condition for 
allowance, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner contact the undersigned attorney at the 
telephone number listed below to arrange for a telephonic interview to expedite the disposition of 
this application. 



Dated: ^ ' 1 U ' t^H 



Respectfully submitted, 




N. Alex Nolte 
Registration No. 45,689 
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901 Main Street, Suite 3100 
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